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[A8 one of the opposition rconsciences
at work"” the night The New York
Times watered down Tad Szule’s story
about the “imminence” of the Bay of
Pigs invasion and reduced its play
from the planned four-column headline
leading the paper to & single-column
head in a less important position, I
should like to add a couple of footnotes
to the article by Victor Bernstem and
Jesse Gordon.

The authors express the opinion that
it probably would have done no good
for the Times to have “told all” on
April 7, 1961, ten days before the in-
vasion, saying that the planning had
reached the point of no return, That
may well be, but it also may well not
be. Arthur Schlesinger Jr. in 4
Thousand Days says, in a sentence
immediately following one containing
the phrase “early in April,” that “Had
one senior adviser opposed the adven-
ture, I believe that Kennedy would
have cancelled it” (pages 258-9). The
only opposition, he says, came from

inger also quotes the President as hav-
ling said, “You know, I've reserved the
right to stop this thing up to 24 hours
before the landing” (page 256). It
does not seem impossible that had the
Times printed the Szule story as

what was supposed to be a secret

operation and the public outery and

pressure that probably would have fol-

lowed might well have given Kennedy

exactly the excuse he needed to ecall
e whole thing off.

EThe President is quoted as having

Senator Fulbright and himself. Schles-

planned, the prestigious exposure of -
~ office so that he could explain his think-

.basis. I argued that there was a dis-

id a fortnight later to Turner Cat- '

ledge, then managing editor of th
Times: “If you had printed more abou
the operation, you would have saved
us from a colossal mistake.” Messrs,
Bernstein and Gordon dismiss this as
an attempt “to share his monopoly o
wrong decisions.” But Schlesinger, too
says, “In retrospect I have wondered
whether, if the press had behaved ir-
responsibly, it would not have spared
the country a disaster” (page 261)

Schlesinger had no wrong decisions to|-

share,

That word “irresponsibly” raises an
additional point requiring c¢larifica-
tion. I contend that it would not by any
means have been irrdsponsible to print|
the Szule story as written and to dis-
play it as originally planned. ‘

On the night of April 6 when Orvil
E. Dryfoos, then publisher of th
Times, decided after consultation wit
Catledge and James Reston, to elim-
inate some material from the Szule
story and to reduce its play, Lewis Jor-
dan, the news'editor, and I not only
objected but whie distressed. It was
the only instance of any importance
that I could recall in which a publisher
of the T'imes had interfered with a de-
cision by the editors responsible for the
presentation and display of the news.

The next day Mr. Dryfoos, aware of| -

our distress, asked me to come to his

ing. He said the matter had been put

to him on the basis of the national in-|

terest. His motives, of course, were of
the highest and he had acted on that

tinction between the national interest
and national security and that he had
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poin out,
“lunderscore the absence of |a nahonnl

‘|security consideration, that not a single
American life would have been imper-
iled by our original plan for'presentmg
the newa:;

When matters of national security
arise in a war situation or & near-war
situation, there is not thn slightest
'|question about what coursqp the press

information or specialized i knowledge
that would allow them to dispute an
official determination :that the
country’s safety might be jeopardized.

different, They may well be political is-
sues, and one man’s opinionf of what is

«|as another’s. The dlstmchon is much
like that between a doctors hustling
you off to the hospital for an emers
|gency appendectomy and his sugges-

- [tion that you cut down on liquor.

In matters of national interest the
press has not only a proper option but

indeed a bounden duty to speak up. The |.i

press must keep in mind that even the
President himself plays different roles
on different occasions: sometimes he is
the constitutional commander-in-chief,
sometimes he is the country's political
leader. The organs of publiq informa-
ion have to draw the line between the
ational security and the national in-
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thor Bernstein and Jesso Gordo
write:

"story might have on a Presiden
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should follow..Editors cannpt have the |-

But matters of national interest are

in the nation’s interest may’ be as good |
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longer able to give evidence, hindsight |




